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DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is in response to the amendment filed November 23, 2005. Claims 
1-3, 5-15, 17-20 are pending. Claims 1, 5, 8, 9, 11, 15, 17 and 19 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-15, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dymentman et al (US 6,330,976 in view of Levine et al (US 5,680,636) . 

In reference to claim 1, Dymetman teaches a computer annotator system for accessing 
Internet data addresses, the system comprising, an electronic tablet having visible marking 
capability, a marking stylus associated with the tablet, a device for associating at least one 
temporarily marked location on said tablet with a preselected Internet data address wherein 
subsequently accessing said marked location with said stylus triggers a shift to said data address 
associated with said marked location (column 26, lines 19-30; column 3, lines 62-67). 
Dymetman does not teach where the tablet is an electronic tablet. Levine et al disclose a 
document annotation and manipulation system wherein the document is annotated using an 
electronic tablet and marking stylus in col. 9, lines 14-35. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate an electronic tablet of Levine et al into that of Dymetman 
as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents without being 
computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 
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In reference to claims 2 and 3, Dymetman teaches that the tablet having at least one 
predetermined first surface region accessible to stylus wherein annotating function commands 
are implemented and a predetermined second surface region accessible to stylus wherein 
freehand symbols indicative of the preselected data address are entered (column 26, line 40-54; 
column 3, lines 62-67). 

In reference to claim 5, Dymetman teaches a method for indexing computer- accessible 
Internet sites, the method comprising accessing a first of sites, associating an address indicative 
of the first of said sites with a first location coordinate address on a computer writing tablet via a 
first visible marking a first random location on said writing tablet during access of said first of 
said sites, accessing a second of said sites, and associating an address indicative of the second of 
said sites with a second location coordinate address on ((a)) the computer writing tablet via a 
second visible marking on a second random location on said writing tablet during access of said 
second of said sites (column 26, lines 19-29 and 40-54; column 3, lines 62-67). Dymetman does 
not teach where the tablet is an electronic tablet. Levine et al disclose a document annotation 
and manipulation system wherein the document is annotated using an electronic tablet and 
marking stylus in col. 9, lines 14-35. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to incorporate an electronic tablet of Levine et al into that of Dymetman as the electronic 
tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents without being computer savvy 
as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 6, Dymetman teaches an invention similar to the one being claimed, 
however he never explicitly teaches a method for a plurality of computer-accessible Internet sites 
other than said first and said second as long as there is available space for a further visible 
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marking. This limitation is however, inherent to the art. As shown in the figures 6 A and 3, the 
number of links that can be created is limited to the space of the available space for annotation. 

In reference to claim 7, Dymetman does not disclose erasing a said visible marking on 
said writing tablet . Levine et al disclose erasing a said visible marking on said writing tablet in 
col. 5, lines 46-50 and col. 9, lines 53-67. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate an electronic tablet and erasing of visible markings of Levine et al into that 
of Dymetman as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents 
without being computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 8, Dymetman teaches a method for using a computer writing tablet, 
the method comprising associating an input-output port of the tablet with signals indicative of 
Internet-associated computer data addresses, when each of a plurality of the Internet-associated 
computer data addresses is accessed, writing a mnemonic object associated therewith 
respectively, wherein a location on said tablet of the mnemonic object is coupled to a current one 
of said Internet-associated computer data addresses, and accessing any specific one of said 
plurality of the Internet- associated computer data addresses by selecting the mnemonic object 
associated therewith (column 26, lines 19-30 and column 30, line 64-column 31, line 40). 
Dymetman does not teach where the tablet is an electronic tablet. Levine et al disclose a 
document annotation and manipulation system wherein the document is annotated using an 
electronic tablet and marking stylus in col. 9, lines 14-35. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate an electronic tablet of Levine et al into that of Dymetman 
as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents without being 
computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 
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In reference to claim 9, Dymetman teaches a method of predefining specific locations on 
said tablet with data indexing functions (column 3, lines 21-37). 

In reference to claim 10, Dymetman does not disclose erasing a said visible marking on 
said writing tablet . Levine et al disclose erasing a said visible marking on said writing tablet in 
col. 5, lines 46-50 and col. 9, lines 53-67. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate an electronic tablet and erasing of visible markings of Levine et al into that 
of Dymetman as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents 
without being computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 1 1 , Dymetman teaches a method of accessing an Internet site; and 
associating an address of the site with a writable mnemonic device in a computer writing tablet 
such that said site is re-accessible directly from said writable mnemonic device (column 26, lines 
19-30 and column 3, lines 62-67). Dymetman however does not teach that the device is 
writable-erasable. Levine et al disclose erasing a said visible marking on said writing tablet in 
col. 5, lines 46-50 and col. 9, lines 53-67. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate an electronic tablet and erasing of visible markings of Levine et al into that 
of Dymetman as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents 
without being computer sawy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 12, Dymetman teaches that the method provides writing table 
function keys associated with writing-erasing a mnemonic device on said computer writing tablet 
(column 5, lines 10-18; column 28, lines 40-51). Dymetman however does not teach that the 
device is writable-erasable. Levine et al disclose erasing a said visible marking on said writing 
tablet in col. 5, lines 46-50 and col. 9, lines 53-67. It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art to incorporate an electronic tablet and erasing of visible markings of 
Levine et al into that of Dymetman as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in 
changing documents without being computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 13, Dymetman teaches providing predetermined coordinate regions 
of the writing tablet such that each said mnemonic device is automatically associated with one of 
said predetermined coordinate regions when entered therein (column 3, lines 60-67). 

In reference to claim 14, Dymetman teaches automatically alternating access between a 
plurality of addresses accessed and associated with mnemonic devices by alternating current 
selection between said mnemonic devices with a writing tablet writing instrument column 26, 
lines 19-29 and 40-54; column 4, lines 24-34). 

In reference to claim 15, Dymetman teaches computer code for recording temporal 
symbols associated with an Internet site address, computer code associating the Internet site 
address with a writable-erasable mnemonic device in a computer writing tablet for receiving said 
temporary symbols, and computer code for accessing said Internet site address via said 
temporary symbols (column 5, lines 1-5; column 26, lines 19-29 and 40-54; column 3, lines 62- 
67). Dymetman does not teach where the tablet is an electronic tablet. Levine et al disclose a 
document annotation and manipulation system wherein the document is annotated using an 
electronic tablet and marking stylus in col. 9, lines 14-35. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate an electronic tablet of Levine et al into that of Dymetman 
as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing documents without being 
computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 
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In reference to claim 17, Dymetman teaches an internet access device in communication 
with the internet access device, a writing tablet and associated inking stylus, and associated with 
the combination of internet access device, writing tablet and stylus program code using said 
tablet for generating bookmarks thereon related to respective search, resultant internet sites such 
that said sites are accessible directly via said bookmarks (column 26, lines 19-29 and 40-54; 
column 3, lines 62-67). Dymetman does not teach where the tablet is an electronic tablet. 
Levine et al disclose a document annotation and manipulation system wherein the document is 
annotated using an electronic tablet and marking stylus in col. 9, lines 14-35. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate an electronic tablet of Levine et al into 
that of Dymetman as the electronic tablets are user friendly and facilitate ease in changing 
documents without being computer savvy as disclosed by Levine in col. 1, lines 45-48. 

In reference to claim 18, Dymetman teaches that the bookmarks are handwritten 
mnemonics associated with an Internet site address (column 26, lines 19-29 and 40-54). 

In reference to claim 19, Dymetman teaches that the bookmarks are temporary 
representation of coordinates on said writing tablet (column 26, line 65-column27, line 5). 

In reference to claim 20, Dymetman teaches that the bookmarks activates a jump from a 
current internet site address to an internet site associated with another selected one of said 
bookmarks (column 5, lines 1-5; column 26, lines 19-29 and 40-54; column 3, lines 62-67). 

.Response to Arguments 
1. Applicant's arguments, see page 8 of the response, filed November 23, 2005, with respect 
to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-3, 5-15, 17-20 under 35 USC 102 and 35 USC 103 anticipated by 
Dymetman in view of Price have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
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rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of Dymetman in view of Levine et al as disclosed above. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Srilakshmi K. Kumar whose telephone number is 571 272 7769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00 am to 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on 571 272 3638. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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